                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Balwinder Singh, Vice President,

RTI & Human Rights Worker Club,

Opp. Udang Palace, Ja lalabad (West),

Distt. Fazilka.                                                                                  
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats 

Officer, Jalalabad (West),

Distt. Fazilka 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1360  of 2014

Present: None for Complainant.

    Shri Hari Om,  Panchayat  Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Baluana for 


    Respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Balwinder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  4.2.14  addressed to  BDPO,  Jalalabad (West) , Distt. Fazilka  sought  information on 4 points pertaining to allotment of  various grants and expenditure incurred on the developmental works of village Baluana during the year  2012-14. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 7.5.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the  hearing of this case today, Shri Hari Om, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Baluana, Distt. Fazilka states that the requisite information has been sent to the applicant/complainant through registered  letter.  He however, was unable to present before the Commission copy of the provided information.

   Since the applicant/complainant is not present today, his attention is invited to  para 31 of  the judgment of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of  India  delivered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788  of 2011 (arising out of  SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010) wherein it has been held as under:-

“The Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.


Therefore, Commission cannot  order anymore to PIO, for providing information in a complaint case.

In this view of the matter, complainant, if he so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority.  If, the complainant approaches the First Appellat Authority,  the FAA is directed to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


The FAA  is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete relevant and correct.


Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.  In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated  4.2.14 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,

          In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurpreet Singh s/o

Shri Gurnam Singh r/o H.No. 3211,

Sector 45-D, Chandigarh.                                                                        
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,(SHO)

Police Station City South,

Moga. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1364    of 2014

Present: Complainant in person.

               Shri Sukhdev Singh, ASI, for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Gurpreet Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  29.3.14 addressed to PIO o/o SHO,  Police Station, City South,  Moga  sought the following information on two points  pertaining to FIR no. 179, dated  30.12.11 registered in PS South Moga  u/s  498A IPC:-

ii)attested copies of complete enquiry report  alongwith file noting.

ii) attested copies of complete  Case Diary (Zimni) related to FIR No. 179,  dated 30.12.11.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 8.5.14


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Shri Sukhdev Singh, ASI appearing for the respondent stated that after  completion of enquiry in FIR NO. 179, DATED 30.12.11 U/S  498A IPC PS South Moga  against Shri Gurpreet Singh,  house no. 3211, Sector  45-D, Chandigarh, the charge sheet  (challan) alongwith complete file  have been filed with the Judicial Court and the case is in the advanced  stage.  Since no documents are now with the Police Station, Moga, hence no information could be provided.  


Shri Gurpreet Singh, applicant stated that the attested copies of the case diary have already been allowed by the CIC, Punjab in CC no, 3209/2009 vide order dated 16.11.2009.   Similarly, the attested photo copies of the  case diary also  have been allowed by the same Commission  vide order dated 23.10.13 in appeal case no. 996/2012.

Since, SHO, Police Station, City  South  Moga have already responded to complainant ion response to his RTI application dated 29.3.14.  At this juncture, it would be appropriate to invite attention of  Shri Gurpreet Singh, complainant  to para 31 of  the judgment of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of  India  delivered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788  of 2011 (arising out of  SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010) wherein it has been held as under:-

“The Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.


As such, since complainant has approached the Commission in complaint case,  directions to PIO, for providing information cannot be given.  Therefore, in 
 view of the matter, complainant, if he so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before the DIG, Ferozepur  cum First Appellate Authority because SSP happens to be PIO and  not the SHO, P.S. South City Moga.  If, the complainant approaches the First Appellat Authority,  the FAA is directed to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


The FAA cum DIG, Ferozepur Range   is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete relevant and correct.  Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.  In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated  29.3.14 filed under the RTI Act, 2005 and shall dispose of Ist appeal after he is satisfied that demanded information have been provided to the appellant as per provisions contained in the Act..


If, however, the appellant still  does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,

          In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurpreet Singh s/o

Shri Gurnam Singh r/o H.No. 3211,

Sector 45-D, Chandigarh.                                                                        
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1366 of 2014

Present: Complainant in person.

               Shri Sukhdev Singh, ASI for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Gurpreet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 29.3.14  addressed to  PIO O/o Sr. Supdt. Of  Police, Distt. Moga (Pb.) sought the following  two points information pertaining to FIR no.  179, dated 30.12.2011  registered u/s 498A IPC Police Station City South Moga, Punjab:-
i)Investigation Report no. 2405-C-R/SP (City),  Moga, dated 5,11,2011 alongwith file noting and dispatch/receiving register from 1.11.2011 to 31.12.2011.

ii)Report no,. 3300-PC7/11, dated 27.12.2011 alongwith file notings and dispatch/receiving register from 1.11.2011 to  31.12.2011,


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 8.5.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


This case has been taken up today.   It is to mention here that Shri Sukhdev Singh, ASI, Police Station City South, Moga could not brief the Commission at all on any of the two points pertaining to the information demanded by the complainant.    As such, Shri Gursharan Singh Sandhu, SSP , Moga is directed to file  written submissions, action taken  report  and to place the record before the Commission on the next date of hearing for perusal of the same by the Commission failing which further proceedings shall be initiated in the matter.  

He is further directed to depute the APIO of his office with the above mentioned documents.


Adjourned to  24.6.14  at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i)Shri  Gursharan Singh Sandhu, IPS          (BY FAX)

Senior Superintendent of  Police                 (REGISTERED)
Moga,  Distt.  Moga.

ii)Station House Officer                        
 Police Station City South Moga               (REGISTERED)
Distt. Moga.
For  necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Parkash Singh s/o Sh. Chattar Singh,

Vill Dhani Karhaka Singh 

P.O. Seed Farm Pacca,

Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Fazilka

       
                                                                                    
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.                                                                                   
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1370 of 2014

Present: None for parties.

ORDER:


Shri Parkash Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 20.3.14   addressed to  PIO cum Naib Tehsildar,  Ahobar sought 3 points  information pertaining to  issuance of Ration Cards under new Atta Dal Scheme for the period from November, 2013 in villages Seed Farm Pacca, Seed Farm Kacha, Dhani Karaka Singh,  Burz Muhar  and Burz Muhar Colony.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 8.5.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


It is to mention here that Shri Neeraj Kumar Sharma, Naib Tehsildar,  Abohar was informed on phone that the CC NO,  1370/14  has been fixed for hearing on 17.6.14  as RTI Application dated  20.3.14 has been filed  by 

Shri  Parkash Singh s/o Sh. Chattar Singh,Vill Dhani Karhaka Singh P.O. Seed Farm Pacca,Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Fazilka with the PIO cum Naib Tehsildar,  Abohar.   However, despite personal communication,  Shri  Neeraj Kumar Sharma, Naib tehsildar has not preferred to appear before the Commission nor there is any document on the record from where it could be ascertained that the information has been provided. 


 As such,  Shri Neeraj Kumar Sharma, Naib Tehsildar, Abohar is directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing with  written submissions, action taken report and record  for perusal of the same by the Commission before further proceedings in  the matter are taken.


Adjourned to 5.8.2014 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:
Shri Neeraj Kumar Sharma,                               (REGISTERED)
Naib Tehsildar, Abohar

Distt.  Fazilka.

For necessary  compliance. 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sham Lal Singla,

B-325, Guru Nanak colony,

Sangrur.        
                                                                                    
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer(SE)

Sangrur                                                                                              
    Respondent 

                                                          CC No.1371 of 2014

Present: None for Complainant.


    Shri Shiv  Kumar,  Clerk for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Sham Lal Singla, complainant vide an RTI application dated  18.2.14 addressed to  PIO O/o  DEO (SE), Sangrur  sought 3 points information pertaining to funds grants, bank accounts etc.  maintained by the DEO (SE) Sangrur during the year  2013-14.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 8.5.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Shiv Kumar,  Clerk appearing on behalf of respondent  submitted a letter dated  16.6.14 duly signed by DEO  (SE), Sangrur requesting for an adjournment  as neither the RTI Application dated  18,2.14 nor notice of Commission was received in their office  and the date of hearing before Commission was known from the complainant only yesterday.


It is further noted that a communication vide letter dated 17.6.14 singed by Shri Sham Lal, complainant has been received in the Commission wherein he has stated that he is a senior citizen and maintains ill health, so he may be exempted from attending the Commission because of  scorching heat.


In view of the written submissions made by the DEO (SE), Sangrur, the case is adjourned to 23.6.14.


Shri Sham Lal Singla, complainant is directed to appear before  the Commission on the next date of hearing  either in person or through his authorized representative  failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings shall be taken.   


Shri Shiv Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of respondent is directed to apprise Shri Sham Lal Singla, complainant on phone regarding next date of hearing.  


Adjourned to  23.6.14 at 11.00 AM

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri  Sham Lal Singla,                                  (REGISTERED)
B-325, Guru Nanak colony,

Sangrur.

For necessary compliance.        

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasvir Singh,

H.No. 36, Street No. 6, S.A.S.Nagar,

Old Tanda Road,

Hoshiarpur.      
                                                                                    
  

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

(SE), Hoshiarpur. 

                                                                                                       
           Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1374 of 2014

Present:   None for parties.

ORDER:


Shri Jasvir Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  24.3.14 addressed to   PIO O/o  DEO (SE), Hoshiarpur, sought following 2 points  information i.e. 

(i) details of Diary registers  maintained in the above office during the year 2012.

(ii) Photo copies of dispatch register maintained by o/o DEO (SE)  Hoshiarpur for the period from  10.8.12 to 15.10.12.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 8.5.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that  neither Shri Jasvir singh, complainant nor respondent PIO  O/o District Education Officer,(SE), Hoshiarpur appeared before the Commission today.  It is further observed that there is no communication available in the office record from where it could be ascertained as to whether the complainant has received the information or not.


As such, PIO cum Dy. Distt. Education Officer (SE),  Hoshiarpur is directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with written submissions, action taken report for perusal of the same by the Commission failing which further proceedings in the matter will be taken.


Similarly, Shri Jasvir Singh, complainant is directed to appear before the Commission either in person or to depute his authorized representative failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings will be taken.


Adjourned to 5.8.14 at 11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
      State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i)Shri Salinder Singh, PIO cum

 Dy. Distt. Education Officer (SE),                   (REGISTERED)
   Hoshiarpur     

ii) Shri Jasvir Singh,                                                      

H.No. 36, Street No. 6, S.A.S.Nagar,                        (REGISTERED
Old Tanda Road,

Hoshiarpur
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
      State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurpreet Singh

s/o Sh. Mohan Singh,

Vill. Dhaleke, 

Tehsil & Distt. Moga.                                                                            
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer (NRI) 

 Police Station Moga.                                                                                  
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1379    of 2014

Present: None for Complainant.


    Shri Gurpreet Singh, Sub Inspector for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Gurpreet Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 20.3.14  addressed to PIO O/o SHO  NRI,  Police Station Moga  sought 16 points  information pertaining to Complaint no. 80 dated 10.3.14  submitted with the above Police Station by  Mrs. Surjit Kaur w/o  Sham Singh,  Mrs. Karamjit Kaur, w/o  Ranjit Singh and Mrs. Gurdial Kaur w/o  Shri Mohinder Singh, r/o  Dhaleke,  Distt.  Moga.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 9.5.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri Gurpreet Singh, SHO  NRI Police Station, Moga stated that the enquiry in the said matter pertaining to  information demanded by the complainant, was conducted  and the complete inquiry report alongwith  the supported  documents have already been sent to the NRI Headquarters, at Mohali and the complainant was thereafter accordingly  apprised of it vide letter no. 389-5A,  dated 16.6.14,  for seeking the desired information from the PIO  o/o I.G., NRI Police Headquarters at Mohali.  He also handed over to the Commission copy of letter no. 389-5A, dated 16.6.14 and  letter no. 379-5A, dated 24.5.14 to  the Commission for its perusal and record.   He has further stated that the complainant has even received the desired information from the  I.G. NRI Headquarters at Mohali.


In view of the above noted facts, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Manjit Kaur, w/o Shri  Jagroop Singh,

# 188, V & P.O. Saharnmajra Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                              
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,

(SHO) Police Station Maloudh,

Distt. Ludhiana-141119                                       
         Respondent   

                                                          CC No. 1132  of 2014

Present:
Shri Manpreet Singh, authorized rep. of  complainant.



            None for respondent.


ORDER:


Ms. Manjit Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated 1.2.2014  addressed to  S.H.O. Maloud, Police Station Maloud,  Distt. Ludhiana Pin 141117, sought the following                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            information:-

a) “Application by my wife Manjit Kaur dated 10Dec 2013 (copy attached)

b) Application by son Manpreet Singh dated 22 Dec 2013 (Copy attached)

c) Application by my wife Manjit Kaur dated 22 Dec 2013 (Copy attached)

d) My application dated 19/20 Jan 2014 (Copy attached)

2.
Please issue attested copies of action taken records statements of witnesses copy of FIR if FIR registered and other relevant records under Right of Information Act, 2005.”


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 7.4.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


This case was heard on 28.5.14 when it was noticed that neither the complainant nor the respondent PIO cum S.H.O.  P.S. Maloud, Distt. Ludhiana attended the commission nor there was any document on the record from where it could be  ascertained that  information in the above noted case had been supplied to the applicant-complainant or not. 

As such the PIO cum SHO, Police Station, Maloud was directed to appear before the commission on the next date of hearing with action taken report and complete record pertaining to the RTI application dated 18.2.2014, for its perusal  by the commission,  before  the further proceedings in the matter are taken up.


The complainant was also directed   either to appear before the commission personally or send his authorized representative  to pursue the matter  in this complaint case  on the next date of hearing, failing which ex parte proceedings were to be taken and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Manpreet Singh, authorized rep.  of the complainant stated that no information at all  has been provided to him by the  Station House Officer,(SHO) Police Station Maloudh.


It is worthwhile to mention here that as per the State Govt. notification, the concerned SSP in the district or Dy. Commissioner  of Police in the commissionerate  are the respective PIO.   As such, the PIO cum Dy. Commissioner of  Police  Ludhiana  is directed to ensure that an officer not below the rank of  APIO of his office  attends the Commission on the next date of hearing  alongwith action taken report, written submissions and records pertaining to the RTI Application dated  1.2.14 filed by  Ms. Manjit Kaur, complainant  for seeking information on 4 points failing which it would be presumed that the information to the applicant-complainant is being denied willfully and intentionally and the Commission shall have to invoke the penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 against the PIO.


Adjourned  to  5.8.2014  at 11.00 AM  for further hearing.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

          i)  Smt. Vijay Nilambari  Jagdalay, IPS

           Deputy Commissioner of  Police                (REGISTERED)
Ludhiana  
        ii) The Public Information Officer-cum-
       (REGISTERED)

Station House Officer,


Police Station Maloud,


Distt. Ludhiana.    (By name)

        .
         -for necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6..2014


   
        State Information Commissioner 



             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nazar Singh s/o Shri  Joginder Singh,

r/o Village  Gobindgarh, P.O. Jugiana
                                                                                         Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                                  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062. 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062                                                              Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1415   of 2014

Present: 
 None for the  Appellant.

              
 Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer with Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur,  Jr. Asstt. for respondents.

ORDER:



Shri Nazar Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26.10.13, addressed to PIO o/o DRDP, Punjab,  Mohali  sought certain information on  3 points pertaining to complaint/recovery against ex-Sarpanch  Shri Nirmal Singh,  of village Gobindgarh,  Distt.  Ludhiana.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 7.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 7.4.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.  Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


 On the last date of  hearing i.e. on  29.5.14, it was noted that a communication vide letter dated  13.5.14 had been received in the Commission  under the signatures of  Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO CUM Addl. Director, Panchayats, Punjab in which he had mentioned that same information was demanded by the appellant  in CC no. 174 of 2014 which was disposed of by the SIC on 6.3.14.  At Sr. no. 3, appellant is demanding the action taken report  of the DDPO,  Ludhiana on letter no. 4790, dated 22.8.13.   In this regard it was mentioned that the said report was received from the DDPO, Ludhiana in the office of  DRDP,  Punjab.   However, since no conclusion was arrived at by the DDPO, in his report, the same was  returned back   vide letter  dated 26.12.13.   Again this report being without any conclusion was returned back to the DDPO vide letter dated 15.1.14 and since then no report had been received from the DDPO, Ludhiana so far.


Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, appearing  for PIO o/o DRDP, Punjab stated that only two days back report have been received from DDPO,  Ludhiana and same have been putup  to DRDP,  Punjab for orders.    She further stated that as and when orders are passed by DRDP,  Punjab,  action taken report shall be supplied to appellant.



However, it was noted that no information on points no. 2 and 3 have been supplied.  Point no. 2 pertains to the BDPO, Ludhiana-2 and information on point no. 3 pertains to the action  to be taken  on  the DDPO,  Ludhiana  letter no. 4790, dated 22.8.13.    As such,  BDPO,  Ludhiana-2  and DDPO, Ludhiana were  treated as necessary parties.


  As such, the PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab was directed:-

i) to supply action taken report on point no. 3  to the appellant  within a period of 15 days free of cost under registered cover.

ii) Similarly, BDPO, Ludhiana-2 is directed to supply the necessary information to the applicant on point no. 2 which is as under:-

“attested copy of  receipt as a token of recovery made from from  ex-Sarpanch,  Nirmal Singh.”

 within  10 days under registered cover.

iii) Both  PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab and Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa, BDPO,  Ludhiana-2 are directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of  hearing.


The case was Adjourned to today for further hearing.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer stated that he has brought action taken report on point no. 3 to be handed over to the appellant.   However, since the appellant is not present today, the same will be sent to him under registered cover and the copy of the postal receipt would be presented before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  He also handed over to the Commission copy of letter dated 16.6.14 pertaining to action taken report on point no. 2.


Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa, BDPO,  Ludhiana-2 stated that  recovery order amounting to Rs. 8000/- has been passed against Shri Nirmal Singh Ex-Sarpanch (now Panch Gram Panchayat), Gobindgarh under provisions of  section 216 of  Punjab Panchayati Raj Act vide order dated  16.6.14, a copyof which  would be sent to the appellant for his information and further proceedings in the matter for the recovery of the said amount asre being taken against Shri Nirmal Singh, Ex-Sarpanch.  


Since the appellant has requested for adjournment of this case to some other date, acceding to his request, the case is adjourned to 5.8.14 for further hearing.  


Both Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia,  PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab and Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa, BDPO,  Ludhiana-2 are directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of  hearing.


The appellant is also directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings will be taken.


Adjourned to  5.8.14 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

           i)      Shri Joharinder Singh  Ahluwalia

             Public Information Officer                                  (REGISTERED)
            office of Director,  Rural Dev. & Panchayats

            Punjab,  Mohali  
ii) Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa,                    (REGISTERED
            Block Dev. &  Panchayat Officer

            Ludhiana-2.

     iii)    Shri Nazar Singh s/o Shri  Joginder Singh,         (REGISTERED) 

       r/o Village  Gobindgarh, P.O. Jugiana
                                                                                                 Distt. Ludhiana
    Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated  17.6.2014



      State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avtar Singh,

s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

Burj Klara, P.O. Hanur,

 Block Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.
                                                           Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali. 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali   

Shri R.P. Bansal, , Deemed PIO cum                                                                 

XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, 

Ludhiana.

Shri Santosh Pabbi, Deemed PIO- cum





Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Dehlon, Distt. Ludhiana.

Shri Varinder Kumar, Deemed PIO cum-                                           
Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.                                                             Respondents  
                                                      AC No. 897   of 2014

Present: 
 Shri Avtar Singh, Appellant in person.

 Shri Santosh Pabbi, BDPO,  Dehlon, Ms. Navdeep Kaur, BDPO, Jagraon   and Ms. Preet Mohinder      Kaur, Sr. Asstt. o/o DRDP Pb., for respondent.

.

ORDER:



Shri Avtar Singh,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 7.7.13 , addressed to PIO, o/o  F.C. Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Punjab, Civil Sectt-2, Sector 9, Chandigarh  sought copy of the enquiry report made  on complaint dated 6.3.13 against the Sarpanch Gram Panchayat village  Buraj Kalara, P.O. Hathur, Block Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 20.8.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  6.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 9.4.2014.


On hearing held on 9.4.2014, it was noted that a communication vide letter no. 1664, dated 31.3.2014 had been received on 2.4.2014 under the signatures of  Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO cum Addl. Director Panchayats alongwith enclosures including copy of the enquiry report conducted in the said complaint made by the appellant against Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Burj  Kulara, Block Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana mentioning  in it that the requisite information had been supplied to the appellant on  10.9.2013.


However, Shri Avtar Singh, appellant stated that copy of the enquiry report conducted by the Divisional Dy., Director,  Rural Dev. & Panchayats and sent to Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats vide letter dated 27.6.13, copy of which has also  been supplied to him,  did not pertain to his complaint dated 6.3.13.   He further stated that this copy of enquiry report pertained to the complaint made by him against the Sarpanch of village Burj  Kulara  on  12.12.11.   According to the appellant, the supplied information was incorrect and misleading.    As such, Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka,  PIO cum Addl.  Director, Panchayats  was directed to attend the Commission personally on the next fixed date with  a copy of the correct information demanded by the appellant vide RTI application dated  7.7.2013 and the  case was adjourned to  22.4.2014 for further hearing.


On the  hearing held on  22.4.2014, Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, Addl. Director  stated that the enquiry report  dated 6.3.13 prepared  by the Divisional Dy. Director, Rural Dev. and Panchayats and supplied to the appellant vide letter dated  27.6.13 is the same report which is with reference to complaint dated 6.3.13.  However, since the appellant expressed his dis-agreement with it, so, Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO cum Add. Director, Panchayats sought an adjournment with the request for seeking comments of the Divisional Deputy Director, Patiala on the report  sent by him as to whether the same was pertained to appellant’s complaint dated 6.3.13 or not,  so that the appellant could be apprised and the facts finding report pertaining   to the complaint dated  6.3.2013 made by the appellant is  provided to him   again on  or before  the next fixed date, as such, the case was adjourned to  27.5.14 for further proceedings.


On 27.5.14, it was observed that Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleke, PIO cum Additional Director, Panchayats vide letter No. 2412, dated 19.5.2014, had informed the Commission  that copy of comments received from DDPO Patiala has been supplied to the appellant and appellant also confirmed that he has received the same.  However, it was also mentioned in the communication that 3 reports pertaining to complaint dated  7.7.13 are still pending at the level of X.E.N. Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana, BDPO Jagraon and DDPO Dehlon. 

Since above three Reports are the part of complaint dated 7.7.13, the DDPO Ludhiana was directed to ensure that the concerned reports are received from the above named respondents by him within  a period of 2 weeks without any further delay and are made available to the appellant.  Accordingly,  Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana was   directed to attend the commission personally alongwith Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana, Shri Santosh Pabbi, BDPO Dehlon and Shri Varinder Kumar , BDPO Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana on the next date of hearing, alongwith a set of  supplied information to the appellant and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


However, during hearing of this case today, it is noted that neither Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana nor  Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana attended the Commission today.  One report by Shri Santosh Kumar Pabbi, BDPO Dehlon had been given  to the appellant in the Commission today.    However, after  perusal of the same, appellant stated that the same  did not pertain to the present case.   It is further noted that Shri Varinder Kumar , earlier BDPO Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana (now transferred as SEPO o/o DRDP, Punjab,  Mohali) neither attended the Commission nor made, copy of the enquiry report conducted by him,  available to the appellant.   Ms. Navdeep Kaur, present BDPO, Jagraon stated that she has taken over only two weeks back and since no enquiry report has been prepared by the earlier incumbent, Shri Varinder kumar (now SEPO Headquarters), the same could not be made available to the appellant.


It is to mention here that 3 reports which are still pending at the level of DDPO, Ludhiana, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana and BDPO, Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana and BDPO, Dehlon, could not thus be made available to the appellant till date in respect of  RTI Application dated 7.7.13 as reported by Shri Pardeep Kaleke, PIO cum Addl. Director, Panchayats, Punjab  vide his  letter No. 2412, dated  19.5.14.  Since these reports were to be prepared by  Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana,  Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana and Shri Varinder Kumar , earlier BDPO Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana (now SEPO  o/o  Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,  Ludhiana) and Shri Santosh Kumar Pabbi, BDPO, Dehlon, and were to be sent to DRDP, Punjab with a copy of same to appellant, they were required to assist the PIO cum Addl. Director, Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali and were equally responsible  for providing the information  as per provisions contained in Section 5(4)(5) of RTI Act.  However, no information could be made available to appellant, because of non-cooperation on the part of above officials, who are practically  the PIOs.


As such, since an inordinate delay has been caused in providing the information by the above named PIOs i.e. Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana,  Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana, Shri Varinder Kumar , earlier BDPO Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana (now SEPO  o/o  Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,  Ludhiana) and Shri Santosh Kumar Pabbi, BDPO, Dehlon without any reasonable cause.  Therefore,  the Commission in exercise of the powers conferred on it under provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, issues show cause notice to all of them, to explain in writing  as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon them  for their failing to  provide the information as mandated under the provisions of  Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,   till date,  to the  appellant  though  an RTI Application was filed by him on  7.7.2013.  


They are further afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed  that they have nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be  taken  against them.

              They are further directed to attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with a copy of the supplied information to the appellant for the perusal of the same by the Commission.


Ms. Navdeep Kaur, BDPO, Jagraon is also directed to supply to the appellant the information relating to her office as reported by , Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka,  PIO cum Addl.  Director, Panchayats, Punjab,  Mohali vide letter dated  19.5.14 and  strictly as per provisions contained in Act, as per RTI application of the appellant..


Adjourned to  12.8.14 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:17.6.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 


Copy to:-

i)

Shri Baljit Singh Kainth,                                          (REGISTERED)
Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, 

Ludhiana.

Contd………

ii)

Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN,                                            (REGISTERED)                            

PWD Panchayati Raj, 

Ludhiana.

iii) Shri Varinder Kumar,                                            (REGISTERED)
Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana..

           (now SCPO  o/o  Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,  Ludhiana).

iv)       Shri Santosh Pabbi, Deemed PIO- cum

(REGISTERED)

Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Dehlon, Distt. Ludhiana.

iv) Ms. Navneet Kaur                                                 (REGISTERED)  

           BDPO,  Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.

For  necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:17.6.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Parkash Singh,

s/o Shri Chattar Singh,

vill. Dhani Karhaka Singh,

P.O. Seed Farm Pucca,

Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                                        
  

Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1195 of 2014

Present:  None for the  complainant.


     Shri Pawan Singla, Inspector Gr. I, O/O    DFSO,  Abohar.

ORDER:


Shri Parkash Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 4.3.14  addressed to  PIO cum SDM, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka  sought certain information  on 3 points pertaining to  Atta, Dal Scheme of village  Dhani Kadaka  Singh, Tehsil  Abohar.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  16.4.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of hearing of this case i.e. on 3.6.14, none appeared on behalf of the respondent PIO cum SDM, Abohar.   Further there was no evidence on record from where it might  be presumed that the requisite information stood supplied to the complainant.   As such,  the PIO cum SDM, Abohar and DFSO,  Abohar were directed  to appear before the Commission  with written submissions,  action taken report  and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission before any further action in the matter in this complaint case was taken and the case was adjourned to today.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri  Pawan Singla presents before the Commission a hand written letter by Shri  Parkash Singh, complainant wherein he has mentioned that he is fully satisfied with the provided information.   Therefore, his  case may be closed.


In view of the above noted facts, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
    State Information Commissioner. 

                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurpreet Singh,

s/o Shri Gurnam Singh,

r/o H.No. 3211, Sector 45-D,

Chandigarh.                                                                                
  

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer, (SHO)

Police Station, South City,

Moga. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.1182  of 2014 

Present:  Complainant in person.

                Shri Sukhdev Singh,  for the respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Gurpreet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  5.3.14  addressed to  SHO, Police Station,  South city,  Moga  sought certain information on 5 points pertaining to FIR no. 179, dated 30.12.2011 registered at PS 
South City,   Moga.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 15.4.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of  hearing i.e. on 3.6.14, Shri Gurpreet Singh,  appellant stated that what to speak of  5 points information,  he had not been provided even a single word information so far.    As such, the PIO cum SHO,  Police Station, South City, Moga (Pb,) was directed to appear in  the Commission personally on the next date of hearing with written submissions, action taken report and record for its perusal before punitive provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  are considered to be invoked against him and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


This case has been taken up today.   It is to mention here that Shri Sukhdev Singh, ASI, Police Station City South, Moga could not brief the Commission at all on any of the five points pertaining to the information demanded by the complainant.    As such, Shri Gursharan Singh Sandhu, SSP , Moga is directed to depute an officer not below the rank of  PIO of your office, as SSPs are the PIOs in the district  to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing to file  written submissions, present action taken  report  and to produce the record before it  for its perusal by the Commission, before further proceedings in the case are taken up.


Adjourned to  24.6.14  at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i)Shri  Gursharan Singh Sandhu, IPS          (BY FAX)

Senior Superintendent of  Police

Moga,  Distt.  Moga.

ii)Station House Officer

Police Station South City, Moga

Distt.  Moga.

For  necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh, 

Ex- Member, Gram Panchayat,

Kadiana, P.O. Block  Adampur,

Distt. Jalandhar.                                                                             
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Adampaur, Distt. Jalandhar.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  1271  of 2014

Present:  

Shri Balwindeer Singh authorized rep. of complainant.

                      Shri Davinder Singh, BDPO, Adampur with  Shri Harmesh Singh, Panchayat Secretary for the respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Surinder  Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  13.3.14  addressed to  PIO o/o BDPO Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar   sought certain information pertaining to grants of Rs. 3 lacs received in Gram Panchayat village Kadiana for construction of Kashyap Rajput Community Centre building.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 28.4.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 10.6.2014, Shri Balwinder Singh,  authoriozed representative. of the complainant stated that he had been informed that the requisite information would be sought from Tehsildar Adampur and as suich no information demanded by him had been provided to him by Shri Harmesh Singh respondent – PIO cum Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayat Kadiana Block Adampur. As such before further action in the matter could be initiated, Shri Devinder Singh BDPO , Adampur Distt. Jalandhar and Shri Harmesh Singh PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Kadiana, Block Adampur Distt. Jalandhar were directed to appear before the commission on the next fixed date  with written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by the commission and the case was adjourned to 17.6.2014 for further proceedings.

            During hearing of this case today,  Shri  Davinder Singh, BDPO,  Adampur stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the applicant-complainant vide letter dated 10.6.14.    He also handed over one copy of the provided information to the Commission for its perusal and record.   


Shri  Balwinder Singh appearing on behalf of the complainant expressed his full satisfaction with the provided information.   As such, the case is disposed of/closed.


Chandigarh




                                    (B.C.Thakur)
Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh, 

Ex- Member, Gram Panchayat,

Kadiana, P.O. Block  Adampur,

Distt. Jalandhar .                                                                     
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.  

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1272    of 2014

Present:  

Shri Balwindeer Singh authorized rep. of complainant.

                      Shri Joharinder  Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer with Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Jr. Asstt.  respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Surinder  Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  13.3.14  addressed to  PIO o/o D.R.D.P. Punjab, Mohali  sought two points information pertaining to letter no. 6/3/2011-Jalandhar-S/362, dated 12.2.14 sent to Ex-Sarpanch Smt. Neeraj, Gram Panchayat, Kadiana, Block Adampur Distt. Jalandhar. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 28.4.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 10.6.2014, Shri Charanjit  Singh,  Record keeper appearing on behalf of respondent – PIO stated that the information had already been sent to the applicant-complainant vide Memo dated 9.6.2014.


On the other hand, Shri Balwinder Singh, authorized representative of the appellant, who  was present in person sated that the information provided to him vide Memo dated 9.6.2014 is incorrect and misleading. As such before any further action in the matter could have been taken, Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali was directed to  appear before the commission on the next fixed date  with written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by the commission and the case was adjourned to 17.6.2014 for further proceedings.

            During hearing of this case today,  Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab stated before the Commission that complete information in this case stands supplied to the complainant.   Even Shri Balwinder Singh, representative of the complainant who received the information in the Commission  also expressed his satisfaction with the provided information.   Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 


Chandigarh




                                    (B.C.Thakur)
Dated: 17.6.2014


   
   State Information Commissioner. 

District  Moga.

For  necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Parkash Singh s/o Sh. Chattar Singh,

Vill Dhani Karhaka Singh 

P.O. Seed Farm Pacca,

Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Fazilka

       
                                                                                    
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.                                                                                   
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1370 of 2014

Present: None for parties.
ORDER:


Shri Parkash Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 20.3.14   addressed to  PIO cum Naib Tehsildar,  Ahobar sought 3 points  information pertaining to  issuance of Ration Cards under new Atta Dal Scheme for the period from November, 2013 in villages Seed Farm Pacca, Seed Farm Kacha, Dhani Karaka Singh,  Burz Muhar  and Burz Muhar Colony.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 8.5.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


It is to mention here that Shri Neeraj Kumar Sharma, Naib Tehsildar,  Abohar was informed on phone that the CC NO,  1370/14  has been fixed for hearing on 17.6.14  as RTI Application dated  20.3.14 has been filed  by 

Shri  Parkash Singh s/o Sh. Chattar Singh,Vill Dhani Karhaka Singh P.O. Seed Farm Pacca,Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Fazilka with the PIO cum Naib Tehsildar,  Abohar.   However, despite personal communication,  Shri  Neeraj Kumar Sharma, Naib tehsildar has not preferred to appear before the Commission nor there is any document on the record from where it could be ascertained that the information has been provided. 


 As such,  Shri Neeraj Kumar Sharma, Naib Tehsildar, Abohar is directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing with  written submissions, action taken report and record  for perusal of the same by the Commission before further proceedings in  the matter are taken.


Adjourned to 5.8.2014 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:
Shri Neeraj Kumar Sharma,                               (REGISTERED)
Naib Tehsildar, Abohar
Distt.  Fazilka.

For necessary  compliance. 
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sham Lal Singla,

B-325, Guru Nanak colony,

Sangrur.        
                                                                                    
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer(SE)

Sangrur                                                                                              
    Respondent 

                                                          CC No.1371 of 2014

Present: None for Complainant.


    Shri Shiv  Kumar,  Clerk for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Sham Lal Singla, complainant vide an RTI application dated  18.2.14 addressed to  PIO O/o  DEO (SE), Sangrur  sought 3 points information pertaining to funds grants, bank accounts etc.  maintained by the DEO (SE) Sangrur during the year  2013-14.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 8.5.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Shiv Kumar,  Clerk appearing on behalf of respondent  submitted a letter dated  16.6.14 duly signed by DEO  (SE), Sangrur requesting for an adjournment  as neither the RTI Application dated  18,2.14 nor notice of Commission was received in their office  and the date of hearing before Commission was known from the complainant only yesterday.


It is further noted that a communication vide letter dated 17.6.14 singed by Shri Sham Lal, complainant has been received in the Commission wherein he has stated that he is a senior citizen and maintains ill health, so he may be exempted from attending the Commission because of  scorching heat.


In view of the written submissions made by the DEO (SE), Sangrur, the case is adjourned to 23.6.14.


Shri Sham Lal Singla, complainant is directed to appear before  the Commission on the next date of hearing  either in person or through his authorized representative  failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings shall be taken.   


Shri Shiv Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of respondent is directed to apprise Shri Sham Lal Singla, complainant on phone regarding next date of hearing.  

Adjourned to  23.6.14 at 11.00 AM

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri  Sham Lal Singla,                                  (REGISTERED)
B-325, Guru Nanak colony,

Sangrur.

For necessary compliance.        

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasvir Singh,

H.No. 36, Street No. 6, S.A.S.Nagar,

Old Tanda Road,

Hoshiarpur.      
                                                                                    
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

(SE), Hoshiarpur. 

                                                                                                       
           Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1374 of 2014

Present:   None for parties.
ORDER:


Shri Jasvir Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  24.3.14 addressed to   PIO O/o  DEO (SE), Hoshiarpur, sought following 2 points  information i.e. 

(iii) details of Diary registers  maintained in the above office during the year 2012.

(iv) Photo copies of dispatch register maintained by o/o DEO (SE)  Hoshiarpur for the period from  10.8.12 to 15.10.12.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 8.5.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that  neither Shri Jasvir singh, complainant nor respondent PIO  O/o District Education Officer,(SE), Hoshiarpur appeared before the Commission today.  It is further observed that there is no communication available in the office record from where it could be ascertained as to whether the complainant has received the information or not.

As such, PIO cum Dy. Distt. Education Officer (SE),  Hoshiarpur is directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with written submissions, action taken report for perusal of the same by the Commission failing which further proceedings in the matter will be taken.


Similarly, Shri Jasvir Singh, complainant is directed to appear before the Commission either in person or to depute his authorized representative failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings will be taken.


Adjourned to 5.8.14 at 11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
      State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i)Shri Salinder Singh, PIO cum
 Dy. Distt. Education Officer (SE),                   (REGISTERED)
   Hoshiarpur     
ii) Shri Jasvir Singh,                                                      

H.No. 36, Street No. 6, S.A.S.Nagar,                        (REGISTERED
Old Tanda Road,

Hoshiarpur
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
      State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurpreet Singh

s/o Sh. Mohan Singh,

Vill. Dhaleke, 

Tehsil & Distt. Moga.                                                                            
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer (NRI) 

 Police Station Moga.                                                                                  
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1379    of 2014

Present: None for Complainant.


    Shri Gurpreet Singh, Sub Inspector for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Gurpreet Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 20.3.14  addressed to PIO O/o SHO  NRI,  Police Station Moga  sought 16 points  information pertaining to Complaint no. 80 dated 10.3.14  submitted with the above Police Station by  Mrs. Surjit Kaur w/o  Sham Singh,  Mrs. Karamjit Kaur, w/o  Ranjit Singh and Mrs. Gurdial Kaur w/o  Shri Mohinder Singh, r/o  Dhaleke,  Distt.  Moga.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 9.5.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri Gurpreet Singh, SHO  NRI Police Station, Moga stated that the enquiry in the said matter pertaining to  information demanded by the complainant, was conducted  and the complete inquiry report alongwith  the supported  documents have already been sent to the NRI Headquarters, at Mohali and the complainant was thereafter accordingly  apprised of it vide letter no. 389-5A,  dated 16.6.14,  for seeking the desired information from the PIO  o/o I.G., NRI Police Headquarters at Mohali.  He also handed over to the Commission copy of letter no. 389-5A, dated 16.6.14 and  letter no. 379-5A, dated 24.5.14 to  the Commission for its perusal and record.   He has further stated that the complainant has even received the desired information from the  I.G. NRI Headquarters at Mohali.

In view of the above noted facts, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Manjit Kaur, w/o Shri  Jagroop Singh,

# 188, V & P.O. Saharnmajra Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                              
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,

(SHO) Police Station Maloudh,

Distt. Ludhiana-141119                                       
         Respondent   

                                                          CC No. 1132  of 2014

Present:
Shri Manpreet Singh, authorized rep. of  complainant.


            None for respondent.


ORDER:


Ms. Manjit Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated 1.2.2014  addressed to  S.H.O. Maloud, Police Station Maloud,  Distt. Ludhiana Pin 141117, sought the following                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            information:-

e) “Application by my wife Manjit Kaur dated 10Dec 2013 (copy attached)

f) Application by son Manpreet Singh dated 22 Dec 2013 (Copy attached)

g) Application by my wife Manjit Kaur dated 22 Dec 2013 (Copy attached)

h) My application dated 19/20 Jan 2014 (Copy attached)

2.
Please issue attested copies of action taken records statements of witnesses copy of FIR if FIR registered and other relevant records under Right of Information Act, 2005.”


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 7.4.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


This case was heard on 28.5.14 when it was noticed that neither the complainant nor the respondent PIO cum S.H.O.  P.S. Maloud, Distt. Ludhiana attended the commission nor there was any document on the record from where it could be  ascertained that  information in the above noted case had been supplied to the applicant-complainant or not. 

As such the PIO cum SHO, Police Station, Maloud was directed to appear before the commission on the next date of hearing with action taken report and complete record pertaining to the RTI application dated 18.2.2014, for its perusal  by the commission,  before  the further proceedings in the matter are taken up.


The complainant was also directed   either to appear before the commission personally or send his authorized representative  to pursue the matter  in this complaint case  on the next date of hearing, failing which ex parte proceedings were to be taken and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Manpreet Singh, authorized rep.  of the complainant stated that no information at all  has been provided to him by the  Station House Officer,(SHO) Police Station Maloudh.


It is worthwhile to mention here that as per the State Govt. notification, the concerned SSP in the district or Dy. Commissioner  of Police in the commissionerate  are the respective PIO.   As such, the PIO cum Dy. Commissioner of  Police  Ludhiana  is directed to ensure that an officer not below the rank of  APIO of his office  attends the Commission on the next date of hearing  alongwith action taken report, written submissions and records pertaining to the RTI Application dated  1.2.14 filed by  Ms. Manjit Kaur, complainant  for seeking information on 4 points failing which it would be presumed that the information to the applicant-complainant is being denied willfully and intentionally and the Commission shall have to invoke the penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 against the PIO.

Adjourned  to  5.8.2014  at 11.00 AM  for further hearing.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

          i)  Smt. Vijay Nilambari  Jagdalay, IPS

           Deputy Commissioner of  Police                (REGISTERED)
Ludhiana  
        ii) The Public Information Officer-cum-
       (REGISTERED)

Station House Officer,


Police Station Maloud,


Distt. Ludhiana.    (By name)
        .
         -for necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6..2014


   
        State Information Commissioner 



             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nazar Singh s/o Shri  Joginder Singh,

r/o Village  Gobindgarh, P.O. Jugiana
                                                                                         Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                                  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062. 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062                                                              Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1415   of 2014

Present: 
 None for the  Appellant.

              
 Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer with Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur,  Jr. Asstt. for respondents.
ORDER:



Shri Nazar Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26.10.13, addressed to PIO o/o DRDP, Punjab,  Mohali  sought certain information on  3 points pertaining to complaint/recovery against ex-Sarpanch  Shri Nirmal Singh,  of village Gobindgarh,  Distt.  Ludhiana.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 7.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 7.4.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.  Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


 On the last date of  hearing i.e. on  29.5.14, it was noted that a communication vide letter dated  13.5.14 had been received in the Commission  under the signatures of  Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO CUM Addl. Director, Panchayats, Punjab in which he had mentioned that same information was demanded by the appellant  in CC no. 174 of 2014 which was disposed of by the SIC on 6.3.14.  At Sr. no. 3, appellant is demanding the action taken report  of the DDPO,  Ludhiana on letter no. 4790, dated 22.8.13.   In this regard it was mentioned that the said report was received from the DDPO, Ludhiana in the office of  DRDP,  Punjab.   However, since no conclusion was arrived at by the DDPO, in his report, the same was  returned back   vide letter  dated 26.12.13.   Again this report being without any conclusion was returned back to the DDPO vide letter dated 15.1.14 and since then no report had been received from the DDPO, Ludhiana so far.


Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, appearing  for PIO o/o DRDP, Punjab stated that only two days back report have been received from DDPO,  Ludhiana and same have been putup  to DRDP,  Punjab for orders.    She further stated that as and when orders are passed by DRDP,  Punjab,  action taken report shall be supplied to appellant.



However, it was noted that no information on points no. 2 and 3 have been supplied.  Point no. 2 pertains to the BDPO, Ludhiana-2 and information on point no. 3 pertains to the action  to be taken  on  the DDPO,  Ludhiana  letter no. 4790, dated 22.8.13.    As such,  BDPO,  Ludhiana-2  and DDPO, Ludhiana were  treated as necessary parties.


  As such, the PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab was directed:-

iv) to supply action taken report on point no. 3  to the appellant  within a period of 15 days free of cost under registered cover.

v) Similarly, BDPO, Ludhiana-2 is directed to supply the necessary information to the applicant on point no. 2 which is as under:-

“attested copy of  receipt as a token of recovery made from from  ex-Sarpanch,  Nirmal Singh.”

 within  10 days under registered cover.

vi) Both  PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab and Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa, BDPO,  Ludhiana-2 are directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of  hearing.


The case was Adjourned to today for further hearing.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer stated that he has brought action taken report on point no. 3 to be handed over to the appellant.   However, since the appellant is not present today, the same will be sent to him under registered cover and the copy of the postal receipt would be presented before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  He also handed over to the Commission copy of letter dated 16.6.14 pertaining to action taken report on point no. 2.


Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa, BDPO,  Ludhiana-2 stated that  recovery order amounting to Rs. 8000/- has been passed against Shri Nirmal Singh Ex-Sarpanch (now Panch Gram Panchayat), Gobindgarh under provisions of  section 216 of  Punjab Panchayati Raj Act vide order dated  16.6.14, a copyof which  would be sent to the appellant for his information and further proceedings in the matter for the recovery of the said amount asre being taken against Shri Nirmal Singh, Ex-Sarpanch.  

Since the appellant has requested for adjournment of this case to some other date, acceding to his request, the case is adjourned to 5.8.14 for further hearing.  


Both Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia,  PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab and Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa, BDPO,  Ludhiana-2 are directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of  hearing.


The appellant is also directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings will be taken.


Adjourned to  5.8.14 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

           i)      Shri Joharinder Singh  Ahluwalia

             Public Information Officer                                  (REGISTERED)
            office of Director,  Rural Dev. & Panchayats

            Punjab,  Mohali  
iii) Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa,                    (REGISTERED
            Block Dev. &  Panchayat Officer

            Ludhiana-2.

     iii)    Shri Nazar Singh s/o Shri  Joginder Singh,         (REGISTERED) 
       r/o Village  Gobindgarh, P.O. Jugiana
                                                                                                 Distt. Ludhiana
    Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated  17.6.2014



      State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avtar Singh,

s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

Burj Klara, P.O. Hanur,

 Block Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.
                                                           Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali. 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali   

Shri R.P. Bansal, , Deemed PIO cum                                                                 

XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, 

Ludhiana.

Shri Santosh Pabbi, Deemed PIO- cum





Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Dehlon, Distt. Ludhiana.

Shri Varinder Kumar, Deemed PIO cum-                                           
Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.                                                             Respondents  
                                                      AC No. 897   of 2014

Present: 
 Shri Avtar Singh, Appellant in person.

 Shri Santosh Pabbi, BDPO,  Dehlon, Ms. Navdeep Kaur, BDPO, Jagraon   and Ms. Preet Mohinder      Kaur, Sr. Asstt. o/o DRDP Pb., for respondent.

.

ORDER:



Shri Avtar Singh,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 7.7.13 , addressed to PIO, o/o  F.C. Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Punjab, Civil Sectt-2, Sector 9, Chandigarh  sought copy of the enquiry report made  on complaint dated 6.3.13 against the Sarpanch Gram Panchayat village  Buraj Kalara, P.O. Hathur, Block Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 20.8.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  6.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 9.4.2014.


On hearing held on 9.4.2014, it was noted that a communication vide letter no. 1664, dated 31.3.2014 had been received on 2.4.2014 under the signatures of  Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO cum Addl. Director Panchayats alongwith enclosures including copy of the enquiry report conducted in the said complaint made by the appellant against Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Burj  Kulara, Block Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana mentioning  in it that the requisite information had been supplied to the appellant on  10.9.2013.


However, Shri Avtar Singh, appellant stated that copy of the enquiry report conducted by the Divisional Dy., Director,  Rural Dev. & Panchayats and sent to Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats vide letter dated 27.6.13, copy of which has also  been supplied to him,  did not pertain to his complaint dated 6.3.13.   He further stated that this copy of enquiry report pertained to the complaint made by him against the Sarpanch of village Burj  Kulara  on  12.12.11.   According to the appellant, the supplied information was incorrect and misleading.    As such, Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka,  PIO cum Addl.  Director, Panchayats  was directed to attend the Commission personally on the next fixed date with  a copy of the correct information demanded by the appellant vide RTI application dated  7.7.2013 and the  case was adjourned to  22.4.2014 for further hearing.


On the  hearing held on  22.4.2014, Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, Addl. Director  stated that the enquiry report  dated 6.3.13 prepared  by the Divisional Dy. Director, Rural Dev. and Panchayats and supplied to the appellant vide letter dated  27.6.13 is the same report which is with reference to complaint dated 6.3.13.  However, since the appellant expressed his dis-agreement with it, so, Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO cum Add. Director, Panchayats sought an adjournment with the request for seeking comments of the Divisional Deputy Director, Patiala on the report  sent by him as to whether the same was pertained to appellant’s complaint dated 6.3.13 or not,  so that the appellant could be apprised and the facts finding report pertaining   to the complaint dated  6.3.2013 made by the appellant is  provided to him   again on  or before  the next fixed date, as such, the case was adjourned to  27.5.14 for further proceedings.


On 27.5.14, it was observed that Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleke, PIO cum Additional Director, Panchayats vide letter No. 2412, dated 19.5.2014, had informed the Commission  that copy of comments received from DDPO Patiala has been supplied to the appellant and appellant also confirmed that he has received the same.  However, it was also mentioned in the communication that 3 reports pertaining to complaint dated  7.7.13 are still pending at the level of X.E.N. Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana, BDPO Jagraon and DDPO Dehlon. 

Since above three Reports are the part of complaint dated 7.7.13, the DDPO Ludhiana was directed to ensure that the concerned reports are received from the above named respondents by him within  a period of 2 weeks without any further delay and are made available to the appellant.  Accordingly,  Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana was   directed to attend the commission personally alongwith Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana, Shri Santosh Pabbi, BDPO Dehlon and Shri Varinder Kumar , BDPO Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana on the next date of hearing, alongwith a set of  supplied information to the appellant and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


However, during hearing of this case today, it is noted that neither Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana nor  Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana attended the Commission today.  One report by Shri Santosh Kumar Pabbi, BDPO Dehlon had been given  to the appellant in the Commission today.    However, after  perusal of the same, appellant stated that the same  did not pertain to the present case.   It is further noted that Shri Varinder Kumar , earlier BDPO Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana (now transferred as SEPO o/o DRDP, Punjab,  Mohali) neither attended the Commission nor made, copy of the enquiry report conducted by him,  available to the appellant.   Ms. Navdeep Kaur, present BDPO, Jagraon stated that she has taken over only two weeks back and since no enquiry report has been prepared by the earlier incumbent, Shri Varinder kumar (now SEPO Headquarters), the same could not be made available to the appellant.


It is to mention here that 3 reports which are still pending at the level of DDPO, Ludhiana, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana and BDPO, Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana and BDPO, Dehlon, could not thus be made available to the appellant till date in respect of  RTI Application dated 7.7.13 as reported by Shri Pardeep Kaleke, PIO cum Addl. Director, Panchayats, Punjab  vide his  letter No. 2412, dated  19.5.14.  Since these reports were to be prepared by  Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana,  Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana and Shri Varinder Kumar , earlier BDPO Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana (now SEPO  o/o  Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,  Ludhiana) and Shri Santosh Kumar Pabbi, BDPO, Dehlon, and were to be sent to DRDP, Punjab with a copy of same to appellant, they were required to assist the PIO cum Addl. Director, Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali and were equally responsible  for providing the information  as per provisions contained in Section 5(4)(5) of RTI Act.  However, no information could be made available to appellant, because of non-cooperation on the part of above officials, who are practically  the PIOs.


As such, since an inordinate delay has been caused in providing the information by the above named PIOs i.e. Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana,  Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana, Shri Varinder Kumar , earlier BDPO Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana (now SEPO  o/o  Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,  Ludhiana) and Shri Santosh Kumar Pabbi, BDPO, Dehlon without any reasonable cause.  Therefore,  the Commission in exercise of the powers conferred on it under provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, issues show cause notice to all of them, to explain in writing  as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon them  for their failing to  provide the information as mandated under the provisions of  Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,   till date,  to the  appellant  though  an RTI Application was filed by him on  7.7.2013.  


They are further afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed  that they have nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be  taken  against them.

              They are further directed to attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with a copy of the supplied information to the appellant for the perusal of the same by the Commission.

Ms. Navdeep Kaur, BDPO, Jagraon is also directed to supply to the appellant the information relating to her office as reported by , Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka,  PIO cum Addl.  Director, Panchayats, Punjab,  Mohali vide letter dated  19.5.14 and  strictly as per provisions contained in Act, as per RTI application of the appellant..

Adjourned to  12.8.14 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:17.6.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 


Copy to:-

i)

Shri Baljit Singh Kainth,                                          (REGISTERED)
Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, 

Ludhiana.

Contd………

ii)

Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN,                                            (REGISTERED)                            

PWD Panchayati Raj, 

Ludhiana.

v) Shri Varinder Kumar,                                            (REGISTERED)
Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana..

           (now SCPO  o/o  Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,  Ludhiana).
iv)       Shri Santosh Pabbi, Deemed PIO- cum

(REGISTERED)

Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Dehlon, Distt. Ludhiana.

vi) Ms. Navneet Kaur                                                 (REGISTERED)  
           BDPO,  Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.

For  necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:17.6.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Parkash Singh,

s/o Shri Chattar Singh,

vill. Dhani Karhaka Singh,

P.O. Seed Farm Pucca,

Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                                        
  
Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1195 of 2014

Present:  None for the  complainant.

     Shri Pawan Singla, Inspector Gr. I, O/O    DFSO,  Abohar.

ORDER:


Shri Parkash Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 4.3.14  addressed to  PIO cum SDM, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka  sought certain information  on 3 points pertaining to  Atta, Dal Scheme of village  Dhani Kadaka  Singh, Tehsil  Abohar.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  16.4.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of hearing of this case i.e. on 3.6.14, none appeared on behalf of the respondent PIO cum SDM, Abohar.   Further there was no evidence on record from where it might  be presumed that the requisite information stood supplied to the complainant.   As such,  the PIO cum SDM, Abohar and DFSO,  Abohar were directed  to appear before the Commission  with written submissions,  action taken report  and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission before any further action in the matter in this complaint case was taken and the case was adjourned to today.

During hearing of this case today,  Shri  Pawan Singla presents before the Commission a hand written letter by Shri  Parkash Singh, complainant wherein he has mentioned that he is fully satisfied with the provided information.   Therefore, his  case may be closed.

In view of the above noted facts, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
    State Information Commissioner. 

                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurpreet Singh,

s/o Shri Gurnam Singh,

r/o H.No. 3211, Sector 45-D,

Chandigarh.                                                                                
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer, (SHO)

Police Station, South City,

Moga. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.1182  of 2014 

Present:  Complainant in person.

                Shri Sukhdev Singh,  for the respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Gurpreet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  5.3.14  addressed to  SHO, Police Station,  South city,  Moga  sought certain information on 5 points pertaining to FIR no. 179, dated 30.12.2011 registered at PS 
South City,   Moga.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 15.4.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of  hearing i.e. on 3.6.14, Shri Gurpreet Singh,  appellant stated that what to speak of  5 points information,  he had not been provided even a single word information so far.    As such, the PIO cum SHO,  Police Station, South City, Moga (Pb,) was directed to appear in  the Commission personally on the next date of hearing with written submissions, action taken report and record for its perusal before punitive provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  are considered to be invoked against him and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.

This case has been taken up today.   It is to mention here that Shri Sukhdev Singh, ASI, Police Station City South, Moga could not brief the Commission at all on any of the five points pertaining to the information demanded by the complainant.    As such, Shri Gursharan Singh Sandhu, SSP , Moga is directed to depute an officer not below the rank of  PIO of your office, as SSPs are the PIOs in the district  to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing to file  written submissions, present action taken  report  and to produce the record before it  for its perusal by the Commission, before further proceedings in the case are taken up.


Adjourned to  24.6.14  at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i)Shri  Gursharan Singh Sandhu, IPS          (BY FAX)

Senior Superintendent of  Police

Moga,  Distt.  Moga.

ii)Station House Officer

Police Station South City, Moga

Distt.  Moga.

For  necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh, 

Ex- Member, Gram Panchayat,

Kadiana, P.O. Block  Adampur,

Distt. Jalandhar.                                                                             
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Adampaur, Distt. Jalandhar.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  1271  of 2014

Present:  

Shri Balwindeer Singh authorized rep. of complainant.

                      Shri Davinder Singh, BDPO, Adampur with  Shri Harmesh Singh, Panchayat Secretary for the respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Surinder  Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  13.3.14  addressed to  PIO o/o BDPO Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar   sought certain information pertaining to grants of Rs. 3 lacs received in Gram Panchayat village Kadiana for construction of Kashyap Rajput Community Centre building.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 28.4.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 10.6.2014, Shri Balwinder Singh,  authoriozed representative. of the complainant stated that he had been informed that the requisite information would be sought from Tehsildar Adampur and as suich no information demanded by him had been provided to him by Shri Harmesh Singh respondent – PIO cum Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayat Kadiana Block Adampur. As such before further action in the matter could be initiated, Shri Devinder Singh BDPO , Adampur Distt. Jalandhar and Shri Harmesh Singh PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Kadiana, Block Adampur Distt. Jalandhar were directed to appear before the commission on the next fixed date  with written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by the commission and the case was adjourned to 17.6.2014 for further proceedings.

            During hearing of this case today,  Shri  Davinder Singh, BDPO,  Adampur stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the applicant-complainant vide letter dated 10.6.14.    He also handed over one copy of the provided information to the Commission for its perusal and record.   


Shri  Balwinder Singh appearing on behalf of the complainant expressed his full satisfaction with the provided information.   As such, the case is disposed of/closed.


Chandigarh




                                    (B.C.Thakur)
Dated: 17.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh, 

Ex- Member, Gram Panchayat,

Kadiana, P.O. Block  Adampur,

Distt. Jalandhar .                                                                     
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.  

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1272    of 2014

Present:  

Shri Balwindeer Singh authorized rep. of complainant.

                      Shri Joharinder  Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer with Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Jr. Asstt.  respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Surinder  Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  13.3.14  addressed to  PIO o/o D.R.D.P. Punjab, Mohali  sought two points information pertaining to letter no. 6/3/2011-Jalandhar-S/362, dated 12.2.14 sent to Ex-Sarpanch Smt. Neeraj, Gram Panchayat, Kadiana, Block Adampur Distt. Jalandhar. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 28.4.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 10.6.2014, Shri Charanjit  Singh,  Record keeper appearing on behalf of respondent – PIO stated that the information had already been sent to the applicant-complainant vide Memo dated 9.6.2014.


On the other hand, Shri Balwinder Singh, authorized representative of the appellant, who  was present in person sated that the information provided to him vide Memo dated 9.6.2014 is incorrect and misleading. As such before any further action in the matter could have been taken, Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali was directed to  appear before the commission on the next fixed date  with written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by the commission and the case was adjourned to 17.6.2014 for further proceedings.

            During hearing of this case today,  Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab stated before the Commission that complete information in this case stands supplied to the complainant.   Even Shri Balwinder Singh, representative of the complainant who received the information in the Commission  also expressed his satisfaction with the provided information.   Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 


Chandigarh




                                    (B.C.Thakur)
Dated: 17.6.2014


   
   State Information Commissioner. 

